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Applicant(s) 

KAMEGI ET AL. 
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DEBBIE M LE I 2177 

- The MAILING DATE of this commun ication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence , 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. , mplvfi u d 

- E^nSom "of time may be available under the protons of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be t,mely filed 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 June 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)EI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal rnatters Prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) U? is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) jL£ is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 20 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview 8 ™™^OAH)^« No(s) . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Appl,cat,on (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) U Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

<e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published unde r se ction 122(b). by 
anothe "»ed n the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 2) a patent 
nranted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
appS K pSff except that an international application filed under the treaty defined section 
vJE? shal have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
o Jy Ahe wSSS^SS^ designated the Unrted States and was published under Art* 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

by anoth^ of PW»Phs 0>. (2). and (4) of section 371(c) of this 

title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1 999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-3, 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticiapted by 
Kleewein et al (US Patent 6,105,017). 

As per claim 1 , Kleewein discloses a deferring large object retrievals from a 



remote database comprising: 
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a first process of enabling a database server operafing at a server to store date 
(fig. 1 . # 22) processed on a database from said database, in response to a request of a 
program operating a. a client (fig. 1 ,# 18) to a common storage device (fig. 1 , # 24) 
which is shared, through a network (the arrow connects between local computer # 1 8 
application #19 and I/O* 16 of*. 1. col. 4, lines 3-4) between said dien. and said 
server other than a storage dev,ce to which said database is stored (fig. 1 , # 22), and to 
respond to said request by transnttting an identifying information which identifies a 
storage area of said data stored on said cordon storage device to said program (fig. 1. 

# 40, # 42, col. 5, lines 14-55); and 

a second process of enabling said program to refer to said common storage area 
based on said idenfifying information of said stored date, to obtain said stored date (figs. 

2a-b, col. 5, lines 30-55). 

As per daim 2, Kleewein teaches: 

a third process of enabling said database server to create a storage area 
identifying information for identifying the area on said storage device to wMch said date 
is outputted (col. 3, lines 39-40, col. 4, lines 55-56); 

a fourth process of notifying said program of said storage area identifying 
information from said database server, and a fifth process of enabling said program to 
refer to the area on said storage device using said storage identifying information 
obtained by said notification to obtain said data (col. 5, lines 43-67). 

As per claim 3, Kleewein teaches: 
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a sixthprocess of enabling said program to request an execution of a function 
defined in said database, a seventh process of enabling said database sender to 
execute said function according to a request from said program, an eighth process of 
enabling said function to create a storage area identifying information of said storage 
device to which said data is outputted, a ninth process of enabling said function to 
output said data to said storage area; and a tenth process of enabling said function to 
notify said database server of said storage area identifying information (col. 6, lines 12- 
67). 

As per claim 5, Kleewein teaches: 

a process of enabling said program to refer to said storage device to which said 
data is outputted by said database server, at the same node as a node where said 
database server is in operation to obtain said data (col. 5, lines 39-55). 

As per claim 6, Kleewein teaches: 

first means for enabling a database server (fig. 1 , # 22) operating in a server to 
output to a file said massive amount of data processed on a database from said 
database through a network (the arrow connects between local computer # 18 
application # 19 and I/O # 16, col. 4, lines 3-4) to a file connected thereto, in response 
to a request of a program operating in a client (fig. 1 , # 18, col. 4, lines 5-7), said file 
being a. a common storage device (fig. 1 , #24) which is shared through a network (the 
arrow connects between local computer # 18 application # 19 and I/O # 16 of fig. 1, col. 
4, lines 3-4) between said client and said server other than a storage device at which 
said database is stored (fig. 1 , # 22), and to respond to said request by transmitting 
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identifying information which idenffles said file on said common storage device to said 
program (fig. 1 . # 40, # 42, col. 5, lines 14-55); 

and second raeans for enabling said program to refer to said file where said 
massive amount of data is outputted from said common storage area by said firs, 
means and based on said identifying information, to obtain said massive amount of data 

(figs. 2a-b, col. 5, lines 30-55). 

As per claim 7, Kleewein teaches: 

means of enabling said database serverto create a file identifying information for 
identifying said file where said rrcssive arrcun. of date is outputted, means of no«ying 
said program of said file identifying information from said database server, and means 
of enabling said program to refer to said file by using said file identifying information 
obtained by said notification, to obtain said massive amount of data (col. 5, lines 43-67). 

Claim 8 is rejected by the same rationale as stated in independent claim 6 
argument. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

forth in section 1 02 of this title, »*^ d *^ a ^^^Sbvioi at the time the 
the prior art are such that the subject matte as a wh o wouia na e ^ 
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This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
t „e claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(.). the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
t „e various clainrs was commonly owned a. the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to pan. out the inventor and invention dates of each daim that was 
not commonly owned a. the «me a later invent was made in order for the examiner ,o 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kleewein 
e, al (US Patent 6,105,017) in view of Lu et al (Dynamic and Load-balanced Task- 
Oriented Database Query Processing in Parallel Systems). 

As per claim 4, Kleewein does not explicitly teach a process of enabling plural 
processes, which has a parallel database arrangement and executes a database 
process in parallel, to output said data to said storage device in parallel. However, Lu 
teaching processing in parallel database system. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement a 
process of enabling plural processes in a parallel database as disdosed by Lu's system 
in order to speed up process and to achieve any significant break through in 
performance. 



P3Q© 7 

Application/Control Number: 09/317,434 
Art Unit: 2177 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 6/10/03 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argued that the memory 24 is not shared between the client and the 

server through a network. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner attaches an 
Appendix A, which is a modified figure 1 of Kleewein ('017). As shown, client (# 18/19) 
connects to the memory (24) and server (CPU 20) through a network (the arrow 
connects between local computer # 18 application # 19 and I/O # 16 of fig. 1). 

Conclusion 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose phone number is (703) 305- 

9601 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M LE whose telephone number is 703-308- 
6409. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JOHN BREENE can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
746-7239 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for After Final 
communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 




DEBBIE M LE 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2177 



Debbie Le 
June 24, 2003 
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